I. INTRODUCTION
Immigrant citizenship acquisition is a much discussed, debated, and still a heated topic in German immigration politics. After decades of doing nothing about an immigration policy and refusing to admit that Germany is an immigrant country, the German government of 2001, taking a pioneering position, introduced the Immigration Act (Zuwanderungsgesetz) a reduced and compromised version of which came into effect on January 1, 2005. The citizenship laws in this Act allow foreigners to obtain citizenship in a much more proactive stance towards integration. Among other things, immigrants should take 650 hours of language instruction, demonstrate knowledge of the German constitution and take an oath of allegiance to the Basic Law of the Federal Republic of Germany. Since 2000, some immigrants like the Turks, also need to sign a document renouncing their previous citizenship and promising that they will not acquire a second citizenship after the take the German one. 1 Currently, immigrants can apply for German citizenship after eight years of residency in Germany, with numerous exceptions allowing the naturalization process to begin as early as 3 years after arrival if one is married to a German citizen. Bloodlines (ius sanguinis a patre et a matre) are no longer the only route to citizenship; the law of soil (ius soli) is also implemented in Germany for the children. Additional eligibility requirements for immigrant citizenship ascension are: assurance and demonstration of one's own subsistence and the subsistence of his or her dependents without recourse to benefits, possession of adequate knowledge of German, and knowledge of the legal system, the society and living conditions in Germany, and a criminal free record.
1
Before the new 2000 law the long time frame of up to 15 years of residence (ius domicilii) and the stiff monetary fee (up to 5,000 DM at times) did not give immigrants the "right" to citizenship, which was up to the discretion of German officials. Although since the 1990s the laws to acquire citizenship are less stringent, many immigrants choose not to become German citizens.
Immigrant citizenship ascension rose after the new citizenship law was enacted. In In the following section we review previous related literature on citizenship acquisition and consequences thereof and develop our research question. In section III we present our data, variables and model. In section IV we discuss the results of our empirical analysis. We conclude in section V with a discussion of potential policy outcomes of our findings.
II. RELEVANT LITERATURE AND THEORETICAL CONSIDERATIONS
The naturalization of immigrants has been traditionally considered by economists within the framework of economic integration into the destination society. The interest of most economic research on naturalization has been directed towards labor market effects of citizen acquisition. Bratsberg et al. (2002) find that the naturalization of young immigrant men in the US positively affects their integration into the local labor market; they have higher wages and are more likely to be employed in white-collar jobs than comparable males without American citizenship.
Similarly, DeVoretz and Pivnenko (2004) While naturalization in Denmark bears no significant effect on the probability to work, once naturalized immigrants join the labor market, they earn more (Constant and Zimmermann, 2005) . In comparison to Germany, this same study finds that naturalized immigrants in Germany are more likely to work in paid-employment, less likely to go into self-employment, but they earn more in both self-and paidemployment. Lastly, citizenship acquisition is not a significant determinant of the earnings of German guestworker men and women (Constant, 1998 Citizenship acquisition is also important when studying the return migration of immigrants. Being a German citizen exerts a strong influence on the probability of going back to the country of origin, as it enables immigrants to a free exit and entry in Germany (Constant and Zimmermann, 2007) . Studying dual citizenship allowance in the US, Mazzolari (2006) finds that those who come from countries which recently permitted dual citizenship are more likely to naturalize in the US.
This limited body of economic research on citizenship acquisition is in sharp contrast to the extensive research conducted by sociologists. The ground breaking work of Bernard (1936) demonstrates that the decision to naturalize positively relates to the immigrants' education, occupation, and family income. The choice to naturalize might also depend on the level of immigrants' assimilation within the native society in Australia (Evans, 1988) . In contrast, Portes and Cutris (1987) argue that the naturalization decision does not depend on any demographic characteristics, or on the immigrants' level of assimilation, but rather on what roots immigrants have placed in 6 the host country, the residential patterns of both the sending and receiving countries, and the barriers that immigrants face after immigration and prior to making their naturalization decision. In addition, Young (1994) concludes that the naturalization decision depends on extant characteristics found in the immigrants sending country as well as the immigrants' ethnic group.
Our study follows existing research which emphasizes the role of country destination and the particular ethnic group under consideration. Therefore, we argue, to understand the dynamics of citizenship acquisition among non-EU immigrants in Germany, we cannot rely on the modeling and findings of immigrant acquisition in other immigrant destination countries like the US, Canada, and various European countries.
Thus, our paper concentrates on the differences in the decision process to acquire citizenship for Turkish and former Yugoslav immigrant residents in Germany. The choice of the two immigrant groups is motivated by the fact that these are the two largest modern immigrant groups in Germany. Moreover, unlike other countries that sent large numbers of guestworkers to Germany, Turkey and the former Yugoslavia are not members of the EU-15 or EU-25, and their emigrants do not enjoy the political and mobility privileges of this latter group.
In addition, our study focuses on both the decision to actually naturalize and the immigrants' willingness to acquire German citizenship sometime in the future. It is important to distinguish immigrants who do not have and do not want German citizenship from immigrants who do not have but would like to naturalize in Germany. For many immigrants, changing citizenship and renouncing their own is not just a political issue; it is a very emotional one. The choice not to want to naturalize in Germany could be a signal of reluctance to completely integrate into the German society. It could also be that, for many first generation immigrants, a passport represents the link to their country of origin, to old friends, to good old times, to deceased parents, to their ethnic identity. This passport is like the last stronghold that defies the fact that they have been living abroad and Germany is their de facto country. Changing a passport is a betrayal to the origins. On the other hand, a willingness to naturalize in the future but not to have done it yet could indicate the possible presence of certain barriers such as the strict naturalization legislation in Germany, lack of time to devote to this lengthy process, financial constraints, or the fear of losing the citizenship of the country of origin. Having the German citizenship could be an indication of a conscientious political decision or a natural integration in the society. The difference between these motives is important for our study, as it might be defined by a different set of characteristics. In fact, we hypothesize that immigrants who have not naturalized, but would like to do it in the future, are more similar to immigrants who have already acquired German citizenship than to immigrants who do not want to naturalize at all.
To the set of standard human capital and demographic characteristics such as education, gender, and marital status, we add characteristics that capture and describe the immigrants' integration process into the German society and the immigrants' ethnicity. Though it is still not evident whether acquisition of the destination country's citizenship is a consequence of social, cultural or political integration, or whether citizenship fosters integration, it is nonetheless important to understand the 8 relationship between naturalization and integration. In addition, a clear perception of this relationship is useful for policy making directed at helping immigrants to become full-fledged members of the destination societies, with equal rights and responsibilities.
How the economy of the origin compares to the economy of the host country and what kind of citizenship laws the home country has exert an important role in the immigrants' decision to acquire the host country's citizenship. We therefore test the country of origin influence by including the origin dummies. To learn about the effect of ethnicity on the immigrants' decision to naturalize, we look also at the relationship between a migrant's religion and citizenship status. We are particularly interested in finding out if and how being a Muslim defines the choice to naturalize, because the question of cultural and religious differences between the dominant Christian German society and Muslim minorities is often raised in Germany. In short, we ask "Are Muslims willing to become equal members of a free democratic constitutional system enshrined in the Basic Law through naturalization?"
III. DATASET, VARIABLES, STATISTICS, AND MODELING
We use the 2005 wave of the German Socio-Economic Panel (GSOEP), a nationally representative survey collected yearly since 1984. The GSOEP reports extensive information on those ethnic groups of immigrants who started arriving to Germany as guestworkers in the late 1950s and 1960s, such as Turks, Greeks, Italians, Spaniards and people from the former Yugoslavia, but also immigrated after 1973, the year that marked the halt in the guestworker program. This rich dataset has information on pre-and post-migration characteristics and, most importantly, willingness and plans to become a German citizen.
Our sample concentrates on foreign-born immigrants who came from Turkey or from the former Yugoslavia. These legal immigrants are the only two sizable groups, sampled in the GSOEP, who are not part of the EU-25, and have a significant incentive to acquire German citizenship. Our sample is also restricted to those respondents who have been in Germany for more than eight years, and therefore, pass the residency requirement for German citizenship acquisition. 4 Moreover, because citizenship acquisition behavior of the family is greatly influenced by the head of the family we concentrate our analysis on household heads only. Accordingly, we end up with a sample of 387 immigrant household heads 25.3 percent of whom are females.
To estimate the probability to acquire German citizenship we run several multinomial Table 2 reports that there are more German citizens among women immigrants than among men, and more women want to apply for German citizenship in the future than men. The percent of German citizens among Muslim respondents is significantly lower than the percent of German citizens among non-Muslim respondents, but, on average, Muslims are more willing to acquire German citizenship than non-Muslims.
The first set of independent variables consists of standard individual and human capital characteristics. The descriptive statistics in Table 2 report the mean and standard deviations of the featured characteristics of the whole sample and by gender, ethnicity and religion. Because we concentrate our analysis on non-German born household heads that have spent more than eight years in Germany, the average age of sampled individuals is high. Thus, the average immigrant in our sample is 48. The variable "more than 15 years of stay in Germany" goes to the heart of the assimilation literature. The longer one lives in the host country the more likely one is to successfully integrate. It is an empirical question whether longer exposure to the host country influences citizenship acquisition. Moreover, this variable controls for cohort differences. Acknowledging the possibility of differences in citizenship acquisition behavior between those who arrived to Germany fifteen years earlier and those who arrived later, this variable also accounts for the effects of earlier citizenship legislation on the acquisition behavior of immigrants. The German citizenship law was revised in 1999, when the German government decided that an immigrant should be qualified for German citizenship after eight years of legal residence in Germany, as opposed to fifteen years of residence under the old citizenship legislation. Thus, those immigrants who were not qualified for German citizenship according to the old law, but who are eligible for German citizenship under the new law might now be motivated to acquire German citizenship. Ethnicity of the sampled respondents in our analysis is measured jointly by the country of origin and religion. Slightly more than a third of our sample originates from the former Yugoslavia, while the rest of the sample comes from Turkey. More than half are Muslims (58.4 percent), of whom 83.8 percent are Turks and the rest come from the former Yugoslavia. Our results show that it is important to account for the degree of immigrants' integration into the host society when studying acquisition of host citizenship. The
IV. EMPIRICAL RESULTS
Integrationist Model in Columns 2 and 6 demonstrates that having native German friends positively influences the immigrants' desire to acquire German citizenship as well as the likelihood of being naturalized. As expected, we also find that the younger a person is at the time of arrival to the host country the more eager one is to want to apply for German citizenship (Column 2) and to have acquired citizenship (Column 6). Quite surprisingly, however, our analysis shows that a longer duration of stay in
Germany is negatively associated with the willingness to become German in the future and with having German citizenship. Immigrants who came to Germany before 1973 or those who have been in Germany for more than fifteen years are less likely to want to acquire German citizenship in the future (Column 2) and less likely to have naturalized (Column 6). This may reflect the fact that prior to the 1990s it was quite strenuous for foreigners to acquire German citizenship. By the time the citizenship legislation was relaxed, many immigrants might have become accustomed to life in Germany without German citizenship and being older did not want to expend the costs to acquire citizenship. The more recent immigrant arrivals, on the other hand, may still consider German citizenship beneficial for their life in Germany, and therefore, want to acquire it at the first opportunity. It is also possible that the psychology of those who arrived before 1973 as guestworkers impedes them from "becoming Germans." Their whole wherewithal, mentality and demeanor may still be associated with the temporary program and the illusion of returning. Those who came under the family reunification scheme, however, may be more realistic in considering Germany home and wanting to ascend to citizenship.
The Integrationist Model of citizenship also demonstrates that while education in Germany does not significantly correlate with the immigrants' willingness to acquire German citizenship in the future (Column 2), it is positively related to the probability of already holding German citizenship. For example, an immigrant who has some education in Germany is significantly more likely to have German citizenship than a migrant without any German education in relation to the reference category.
However, this effect disappears once we control for additional individual characteristic in the Complete Model in Column 8. Apart from this exception, the impact of all measures of the immigrants' integration into the German society remains strong and significant in the Complete Model, even after additional controls.
Results from the Ethnicity Model in Columns 3 and 7 (Table 3) We finally investigate the overall performance of the models using likelihood-ratio tests for excluding groups of variables affiliated with a particular model (see Table 4 ).
The first row deals with the simple Integrationist Model (Column 1) and the simple Ethnicity Model (Column 2) comparing their likelihood values with the likelihood value of the Base Model. The chi-square test-statistics clearly reject the Base Model in both cases. In the second row we exclude from the Complete Model the integration factors (Column 1) or the ethnicity factors (Column 2). Again, the likelihood-ratio tests indicate that both set of variables matter, and both models have their contribution. We, however, also find that the Integration Model seems to have more power than the Ethnicity Model.
V. CONCLUSION
Less than a quarter of the legal immigrants from Turkey and the former Yugoslavia are German citizens, although they qualify for it. Moreover, previous conflicting findings on the impact of naturalization on successful economic integration in the host country (even after controlling for human capital and individual characteristics), prompt us to study the determinants of naturalization with a fresh approach. We use the 2005 wave of the German Socio Economic Panel (GSOEP) to study the effect of ethnicity and integration in the German society on the probability of citizenship acquisition for these two sizable non-EU immigrant groups. We also find a strong relationship between the immigrants' integration indicators into the German society and the probability to naturalize. Having close German friends is one of the strongest signs of a positive proclivity to German citizenship acquisition both actual and future. The younger immigrants are at arrival the greater are the odds that they have already acquired or that they want to acquire German citizenship. Source: Own calculations using OECD Migration Outlook statistics on inflow, outflow, and stock of immigrants in Germany Note: Columns 3 and 4 compare the number of immigrants who acquired German citizenship in a corresponding year (Column 4) with the minimum number of immigrants who qualify to naturalized (Column 3). The minimum number of immigrants qualifying to acquire German citizenship is estimated as the number of immigrants who arrived to Germany 9 years ago (Column 1) minus the potential number of immigrants who arrived to Germany 9 years ago but left the country before the corresponding year (Column 2). The 9 year limit corresponds to the German naturalization law, according to which an immigrant qualifies for naturalization after 8 years of residency in Germany. An additional year (8+1=9) accounts for the length of the red-tape naturalization procedure. Note: Table shows chi-square values with degrees of freedom in brackets; Chi-square values are obtained from the comparison of the log-likelihood of the indicated model with the log-likelihood when the tested effect is excluded from the indicated model; *** significant at 99%
